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Jennifer Osburn

From: Nick Graeber <ngraeber7@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 20, 2018 2:29 PM
To: MayorAndCouncil
Subject: chickens

Chickens are great.  You should pass the amendment. 
 
 
Respectfully, 
Nick Graeber 
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Jennifer Osburn

From: Justin Hopkins <justin.hopkins@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, March 03, 2018 7:38 PM
To: MayorAndCouncil
Subject: Chickens allowed in city 

Just wanted to express my support for allowing chickens within city limits. Having owned chickens in the past, I believe 
that having them allowed in city limits would be fine, within the limitations established that ensure no one is being 
bothered. 



From: Dan Ivanich
To: MayorAndCouncil
Cc: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Hens for Pets in Sierra Vista
Date: Thursday, March 08, 2018 11:28:07 AM

Gentlemen. I would like to give my support to the people who want to have chicken hens in the city.
I know several people who have 9 to 15 hens on their property and have visited  these  people more
than once
And have never noticed any noise, smells or other disturbing incidences. I think present rules are
adequate and the need to placate a few progressive liberal’s is not necessary.
Daniel Ivanich
5140 Calle Granada
Sierra Vista
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From: Jill  Adams
To: Jennifer Osburn; Jeff Pregler
Subject: FW: ordinance on chickens
Date: Monday, March 26, 2018 8:30:38 AM

 
 

From: Butch K [mailto:butchkiy@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 20, 2018 12:49 PM
To: Jill Adams
Subject: ordinance on chickens
 
Hi Jill,
 
I am for the ordinance change to reclassify chickens so that they would be allowed to
be kept by people within the city limits.  I also think that the proposal which limits the
total number and square footage is to restrictive.  I think the numbers and the square
footage suggested by the citizens that did all the research should be given more
consideration than an arbitrary number.
 
I spoke to several city citizens (at their front door) about allowing chickens (minus
roosters) within the city limits.  Everyone that I spoke to had no problem with it.
 
Kale Kiyabu
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Jennifer Osburn

From: jlfriels <jlfriels@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, February 26, 2018 12:13 PM
To: MayorAndCouncil
Subject: Chickens

I would love to see chickens and backyard flocks officially allowed in town. Chickens are great pets that keep 
weeds and pests in line all while giving eggs! I can’t wait for them to be officially allowed! 
-Lisa Friel 
--  
-Lisa 
 
 
Some heroes wear capes . . . . Mine wears combat boots 



From: Jeff Pregler
To: Jennifer Osburn
Subject: Chickens
Date: Friday, March 09, 2018 11:16:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Michael Lyman, 990 Catalina Drive.  Is in support of chickens. He grew up around chickens and
thinks they would be good for the community.
 
Jeff Pregler, AICP
Senior Planner
City of Sierra Vista
1011 N. Coronado Drive
Sierra Vista, AZ 85635
(520) 439-2203
Jeff.Pregler@SierraVistaAz.gov
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From: Kristen Gregan
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: CHICKEN CALL
Date: Tuesday, February 27, 2018 10:51:33 AM
Attachments: image001.png

 
DEFINITELY FOR THE CHICKENS
KAREN MADTES
1188 OCOTILLO DRIVE
236-8627
 
Please Note:  NEW INSPECTION TIMES RUN 8AM - 2PM.  WE DO NOT DO SAME DAY
INSPECTIONS.  All inspections must be requested by 5 pm the day prior to schedule
for the next business day.  Any messages left after 5:00 pm will not be scheduled
for the next business day.
 
 
Respectfully,
 

Kristen Gregan-Goodwin
Administrative Secretary 
City of Sierra Vista
Department of Community Development
Planning & Building Division
1011 N. Coronado Dr.
Sierra Vista, AZ  85635
(520) 417-4413
Fax (520) 452-7023
www.SierraVistaAZ.gov 
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From: Kelly Mangan
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Chickens
Date: Wednesday, February 28, 2018 3:22:43 PM

Allow hens in city limits using existing sufficient ordinances and codes to protect
neighbors from nuisance/odor.  I oppose the creation of extra duties for enforcement
officers, extra ordinances etc. No limits on fowl except what is a natural 1/1000sq
feet plus no nuisance.  Getting neighbors permission is a terrible idea and a good
way to cause problems that don't exist.
Thank you for listening.
Kelly Mangan

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

mailto:jalapenodip44@yahoo.com
mailto:Jeff.Pregler@SIERRAVISTAAZ.GOV
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Jennifer Osburn

From: Mangan, Kelly <Kelly.Mangan@svps.k12.az.us>
Sent: Wednesday, March 07, 2018 1:55 PM
To: MayorAndCouncil
Subject: In support of backyard hens

Just wanted to voice my support for all those who want to own hens in the city limits 
 
The Sierra Vista Unified School District strives to increase the educational performance of every student. We 
accomplish this through high quality teaching and learning in safe, supportive school environments. We believe 
education is the shared responsibility of students, parents, schools and community. DISCLAIMER: This 
electronic mail transmission is covered by the Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 USC Sections 2510-
2521.This email and any attachments contain confidential and/or privileged information and are intended solely 
for the above-mentioned recipient(s). If you have received it in error, please notify the sender immediately by 
email and delete this email from your system. You must not copy, distribute, disclose, store, or take any action 
in reliance on it. Neither this information block, the typed name of the sender, or anything else in this message 
is intended to constitute an electronic signature      



From: JOHN GWENDOLYN MARCUS
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Domestic Fowl
Date: Friday, March 23, 2018 6:30:10 AM

MR Pregler,
 
I have read the proposal to allow Domestic Fowl on Residential Properties in the City Limit of Sierra
Vista.  I support the update to the Code of Ordinances.
 
Thank you
John Marcus
521 Raymond DR
Sierra Vista AZ 85635
Cell:  520-236-1561
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 

mailto:JOHNGMARCUS@msn.com
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From: G. Marcus
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Raising Chickens and Duck in Town
Date: Friday, March 23, 2018 7:11:25 AM

Dear Sir,
 
I approve of the new amendment to the city’s ordnance to allow raising of chickens and ducks in
town.
I have no
 
Gwendolyn Marcus
521 Raymond DR
Sierra Vista Az
520-234-4897
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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From: Jessica Dominguez
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Chapter 90: Animals-Domestic Fowl
Date: Friday, March 23, 2018 1:29:22 PM

Good afternoon, 

I am emailing you regarding the proposed amendments to the City Code of
Ordinance, Chapter 90: Animals. I believe that being able to have domestic fowl will
help keep the bugs at bay, save money on eggs if the fowl happen to lay any, and
teach responsibility and work ethic to anyone taking care of the fowl. All regulations
and conditions are reasonable and should be able to be followed with ease. I hope
this is helpful to the case. Have a wonderful day.

Warm regards,

Jessica Marcus
Sierra Vista Resident

mailto:jmdtwin2@gmail.com
mailto:Jeff.Pregler@SIERRAVISTAAZ.GOV


From: Lourdes Martinez
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Hens as pets
Date: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 10:00:24 PM

To whom it may concern,
I think it's silly that hens as pets is even an issue. I have never had a problem with my
neighbors having hens and I would rather get healthy eggs from happy hens then the
ones at the store from hens that lead sad miserable tortured lives. I support backyard
hens.

Thank you for your time,
Sierra Vista resident for 20 years

mailto:lourdescm10@hotmail.com
mailto:Jeff.Pregler@SIERRAVISTAAZ.GOV


From: Presence Massie
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Domestic Fowl Comments
Date: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 10:18:11 AM

Mr. Pregler, 

I have read the proposed changes for Chapter 90 on animals and believe that this is
a reasonable compromise. Sierra Vista citizens should be enabled to own domestic
fowl on their property while adhering to the Sub-section 90.11 standards.

Presence Massie

mailto:presencemassie@gmail.com
mailto:Jeff.Pregler@SIERRAVISTAAZ.GOV


1

Jennifer Osburn

From: Amanda Mills <amanda.aspire@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 07, 2018 3:58 PM
To: MayorAndCouncil
Subject: Chickens

I support allowing people to own chickens.  
Thanks! 
 
Amanda Mills  



From: Jeff Pregler
To: Jennifer Osburn
Subject: Chickens
Date: Tuesday, February 27, 2018 11:31:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Helen Patterson
 
In Support of Chickens for the following reasons:
 
1)Fresh Eggs, non-hormone food
2)Chicken manure is great for the garden
3)No odors
4)Don't make any more noise than dogs
5)Nice Animals
 
Jeff Pregler, AICP
Senior Planner
City of Sierra Vista
1011 N. Coronado Drive
Sierra Vista, AZ 85635
(520) 439-2203
Jeff.Pregler@SierraVistaAz.gov
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Jennifer Osburn

From: Aiden T <aidenpotter12@hotmail.com>
Sent: Friday, March 09, 2018 8:58 AM
To: MayorAndCouncil

I support backyard flocks. 



From: Quinn family
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Domestic Chickens
Date: Wednesday, February 28, 2018 2:11:05 PM

Dear Jeff,
     I am writing in support of City Residents being allowed to raise chickens on their
properties.  I do not raise them myself but I see the value of having chickens should a
national emergency cause shortages of groceries.  If there are not violations of any public
health standards, then I fully support residents being able to choose to raise chickens within
our city limits.
    Thanks for your service in our local government.

Sincerely,

Joseph Quinn
2048 Elmwood Lane
Sierra Vista, AZ 85635
520-335-6658
rafquinn@hotmail.com

mailto:rafquinn@hotmail.com
mailto:Jeff.Pregler@SIERRAVISTAAZ.GOV


From: Connie Quinn
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Chickens
Date: Wednesday, February 28, 2018 9:06:13 AM

I am writing to ask that you ask the city council to approve and proceed with the
proposal to allow homeowners to have chickens in their yards.  Not only would this
allow us the opportunity to have fresh, free range eggs, but it would also help
control the insects that invade out yard.

Please let me know if there is anything that we can do to ensure passage of this
proposal.

Thank you.

Connie Quinn
2048 Elmwood Lane
Sierra Vista

mailto:rafquinn@gmail.com
mailto:Jeff.Pregler@SIERRAVISTAAZ.GOV


From: maurice salminen
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: urban chicken farming
Date: Saturday, March 03, 2018 2:54:52 PM

I am in favor of allowing urban chicken farming in Sierra Vista.  They can’t make more noise than
barking dogs and I think they are asleep at night anyway.
Carole Salminen
2949 Calle Pkwy
520-335-6974

mailto:mcsalminen@cox.net
mailto:Jeff.Pregler@SIERRAVISTAAZ.GOV


From: Cheryl
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: FW: Public Comment on Domestic Fowl Ordinance
Date: Friday, March 23, 2018 9:52:43 PM

Correction to (8)… We should NOT make laws and ordinances to appease just them.
 

From: Cheryl [mailto:mscherilyn@cox.net] 
Sent: Friday, March 23, 2018 9:30 PM
To: 'Jeff.Pregler@SierraVistaAZ.gov' <Jeff.Pregler@SierraVistaAZ.gov>
Subject: Public Comment on Domestic Fowl Ordinance
 
Dear Sir:
 
I recently became aware that the city is considering implementing a new ordinance related to
domesticated fowl.  Having read the intended ordinance, I now would like to provide my feedback
on several of the planned rules. 
 
Many of these rules seem to intend to minimize or prevent altogether the ability to keep backyard
chickens in Sierra Vista.  If that is not the intent, then I believe these policies need to be revised.
 
Regarding § 90.11, (A)(2):  The number of domesticated fowl should not be limited so long
as the health and welfare of the chickens and the people are not at stake.  Specifically, as
long as the citizen maintains the living conditions so as to not to create noise, odor or rodent
problems.
 
Regarding § 90.11, (A)(3)(a):  No neighbor should have the power to prevent someone else
from having chickens.  Requiring consent grants that power and as neighbors move away
and new ones come, the dynamics of a chicken keeper would be constantly at risk of losing
everything they have invested into keeping chickens on the whim of someone next door.  
 
Regarding § 90.11, (A)(3)(b):  Considering the small lot sizes within the city of Sierra Vista, there
should not be any setback greater than ten feet from the neighboring homes (not property line).   
 
Regarding § 90.11, (A)(4):  There is no valid reason to prohibit breeding chickens.  This is how
people resupply their flock as “layers” have a limited time.  You are thereby forcing them to have to
purchase chickens when they can easily hatch some eggs.  I am concur with the No Rooster rule in
the city, so if a person wants to breed her chicken, she would have to take it to the rooster or buy
fertilized eggs to hatch.   

 
Regarding § 90.11, (A)(5):  Chicken keepers often keep them for meat.  That requires slaughtering
them.  It is not fair to prevent this with an ordinance.  Instead, try to limit just the number and
frequency of it to prevent a major slaughtering environment from coming about
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Regarding § 90.11, (A)(7):   Ten feet from any other house should be sufficient, regardless of the
fence location. 
 
Regarding § 90.11, (A)(8):  Opaque fencing should not be required as it also blocks the sun for the
chickens.  This rule makes us wonder if it isn’t a realtor who lost out on $20K on a sale just because
someone used the view and proximity of chickens next door as successful bargaining leverage.  I
KNOW of just such a case…and I also KNOW that the person only did that as a way to save money
and had no real issues with the view or the existence of the chickens.  That is just poor skills on the
part of the Realtor.  We should make laws and ordinances to appease just them.
 
Regarding § 90.11, (A)(9):   Chickens need no more than two square feet per chicken for healthy
existence.  There is no need to double that.  Just seems like you are making it difficult to keep
chickens.

 
Regarding § 90.11, (A)(11):   
(1) Even our homes are not impermeable to rodents and pests.  It is unreasonable to expect a
chicken henhouse, coop, run, or pen of any kind to meet that type of stringent requirement.  They
should be  constructed and maintained in such a manner as to minimize and attempt to prevent
rodents or other pests anywhere in or near the chickens. 
(2 )It is not fair or practical in ANY way to force chicken owners to minimize wild birds.  While I agree
with its prudence for the health of the chickens and people, unless you set an ordinance for all
citizens to stop putting bird baths and feeders out, then it is unfair to the chicken owners to have to
worry about them. 
(3) Chicken owners are naturally going to be concerned with predators.  There is no need for an
ordinance making it a requirement.
 
Regarding § 90.11, (A)(13):  Many times backyard chicken owners will sell extra eggs to friends,
family, coworkers, etc.  This intended rule makes that illegal.  This is only done as (1) a hobby or (2)
as a means to get rid of extra eggs and keep down some of the cost of keeping them in the process. 
THEREFORE,  All backyard chicken owners should be permitted the freedom to sell some of their
eggs as hobby income.  I recommend wording it differently if you are just trying to prevent someone
from having a home business from chicken egg sales.
 
Sir, that is all I have to give for feedback on the newly intended ordinance for domestic fowl.  I don’t
disagree with the need for some ordinance to be in place, but do feel some of these are way too
prohibitive and need quite a bit of revision.
 
Respectfully,
Cheryl Schaffer
Sierra Vista Resident



From: Tony Schaffer
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Resolution 2018-016 Comments
Date: Friday, March 23, 2018 11:58:53 PM

Mr. Pregler,
 
I realize the limits this ordinance proposes is probably intended as a first-year trial to see how it
goes and maybe expand on the leniency the following year or so.  Well, these proposed rules just
beg a why.  Why were they written.  Anyway, I'm grateful the city is recognizing that people want to
raise some birds as a homesteading trial, hobby, for therapy like gardening.  It's a wonderful thing. 
I'm not exactly politically correct in my comments so put a little humor in them and just hear what I
have to say and take it for what it's worth.  I'm no expert, but I tend to see things probably a little
simplistically, not looking at the big picture maybe.  But hopefully will give the leaders something to
think about.  So, onward...
(A)(3)(b)  I'm pretty sure increasing the setback per fowl above 8 makes no difference as far as the
influences onto the neighbors are concerned.  How about allowing the rule to stand but get rid of
the setback increase per fowl?
 
(4)  Is prohibiting breeding a way of forcing the consumer to buy fowl?  I don't see this happening
anyway, since roosters, at their first crow would pretty much be their last, which brings me to (5).
 
(5)  Is it that offensive to society to kill a bird in our own back yard?  Because I don't think this is
about polluting the ground with blood or throwing dead carcasses in the trash.  People need to
wake up.  This must be about the realtor market.  So, where and how does the council suggest we
slaughter our birds when their time has come?  I have no idea.  This rule simply destroys the purpose
of having birds as a hobby, a way of homesteading, being therapeutic like gardening.  Instead of
denying slaughtering altogether, how about moderating it to maybe 4 fowl per year without limiting
how many can be slaughtered at once and insert a proviso for sick birds.  If you deny slaughtering
altogether, that sick fowl may be around a while and cause the rest get sick before arrangements
can be made to mail it to Iran or drop it off the side of the road somewhere for the coyotes or shoot
it and then leave it for scavengers.
 
(7)  I'd really like to know why this number was chosen.  What difference does 20 feet verses 5 feet
make?  When a hen squawks because she laid an egg, she wants the entire neighborhood to know
it.  Maybe I'm wrong, but a lot of backyards that look like 20 feet is the distance from the house to
the back fence.  Is this discriminating those home owners from having even just one bird?  Since
(A)(3)(A) requires documentation attesting neighbors acceptance, why does this rule even have to
be stated?  Either the neighbor accepts it or not.  So now we're at the mercy of our neighbors
because they think it'll affect their property value.  No.  I smell a realtor's arm pit in this somewhere. 
This is not fair.  How about we meet in the middle and call it 10 feet from the abutting neighbor
boundary, regardless the number of birds.
 
(8)  If I understand this rule correctly, I think it may work for ducks but is impractical for hens. 
"Adequate fencing to contain [chickens]" pretty much means the entire yard must be enclosed from
above.  A six-foot fence will not stop a hen from flying out and don't expect the owner to clips its

mailto:schafferbus@cox.net
mailto:Jeff.Pregler@SIERRAVISTAAZ.GOV


wings regularly.  That is not a permanent solution to a recurring problem.  Drop this rule altogether. 
If the owner can't keep hens in the yard, as with a dog on the street without a leash, call animal
control.
 
As far as the opacity goes, I smell a realtor's dirty sock. 
 
(11)  Why does a coop have to be impermeable to critters when there are a billion other hidden
places for them to hide?  Why keep out wild birds when the neighbors can hang bird feeders?  I
don't think pests can survive in a coop.  Birds must eat them or pester them away.  I don't know.  I've
never seen a critter bigger than a grub in a coop of hens.  If this is about preventing wild birds from
infesting the town or transmitting disease from flock to flock, let us fowl owners tend to that.  We
know how to minimize wild birds because if we don't, they eat the food faster than our birds can so
rest assured, we are on top of it, and newbies will quickly discover the same.
 
(13)  Let me get this straight. I can sell cars, household goods, sell stuff as a secondary income on
ebay, pretty much anything I own, all from my house, but I can't sell my eggs?  Who's the nut that
wrote in this rule?  The store manager?
 
 



From: Jordon Schulze
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Amendmentsto Chapter 90 Related to Domestic Foul
Date: Tuesday, March 13, 2018 3:23:56 PM

Good Afternoon,

I would like to express my concerns regarding the Amendment to Chapter 90 in
regards to domestic foul. I believe that people should retain the right to keep a
small flock within their property for purposes of gathering eggs and personal
enjoyment. I believe that a small flock, 8 or so, would not cause any more of a
disturbance than a pair of dogs whether it be noise, smell, or mess. Domestic foul
are clean creatures by nature as they spend much of their time grooming
themselves. As long as their enclosure is tended regularly, it does not smell. Families
that cannot afford a large plot of land should not be denied the ability to gather
eggs as a source of food since foul are small "agricultural animals." Thank you for
taking the time to read my concerns.

-Jordon Schulze

mailto:jordonschulze@gmail.com
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Jennifer Osburn

From: Anna Tulip <veniatulip@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, March 02, 2018 2:00 PM
To: MayorAndCouncil
Subject: Domestic Fowl

I would like to write in to express my support for the passing of the Domestic Fowl ordinance. 
 
We shouldn’t allow fear mongering about property values, coyote attacks, and nuisances prevent the citizens of Sierra 
Vista from keeping animals that as less bothersome than other domestic animals that are permitted. In fact there is a lot 
of evidence to the contrary. Even the urban vs rural argument doesn’t hold weight when we have Tucson and our own 
capital Pheonix just north of us allowing them. 
 
Please allow us to reclaim this property right that we once had. 
 
Anna Schutze 
SV resident since 2003 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
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Jennifer Osburn

From: Michael Schutze <schutzem@hotmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, March 03, 2018 3:12 PM
To: MayorAndCouncil
Subject: For Backyard Chickens and Ducks

 
Hello Sirs and Ma’am’s 
 
My name is Michael Schutze and I live in the City of Sierra Vista. I am for allowing chicken and ducks in the back yards of 
the residents of Sierra Vista.  
 
Thank you 
Michael Schutze 
 
 



From: Charles Shinn
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Chicken proposal
Date: Monday, March 05, 2018 12:14:30 PM

Hello,

I wanted to let you and board members know that my wife and I fully support the
proposed allowance of chickens within the city limits. 

Thank you, 
Charles Shinn. 

mailto:charles2shinn90@gmail.com
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From: Bob Silverman
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Proposal to Allow Hens within Sierra Vista City Limits
Date: Monday, February 26, 2018 1:32:48 PM

Mr. Pregler,

I am a 23+ year resident of Sierra Vista.

I am very much in favor of allowing S.V. residents to raise hens on their property within
established guidelines.  I encourage the city council to approve the measure on the 12th of
April.

The fresh eggs provided by the hens would be beneficial to me and my wife.  I look forward
to the opportunity to responsibly raise and care for the animals.

Sincerely,

Robert C. Silverman
3817 N Mallard Circle
Sierra Vista, AZ 85635-2915
520-236-4013

mailto:silverman_az@hotmail.com
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From: Alive and Curious
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Pro backyard chickens
Date: Monday, February 26, 2018 7:52:49 PM

Hello Jeff,

I have read the article in the Herald regarding the proposal for allowing homeowners
to raise chickens in their backyards.  And heartily agree with the proposal allowing
people to raise chickens for their own purposes.  I will definitely be watching this
ordinance vote carefully as any item that increases peoples options for better living
on their own property has my full support.

Thank you for your time.  If you should have any questions or comments please feel
free to reach out to me.

Paula Smith
4521 Camino del Norte
Sierra Vista AZ 85635

mailto:psmith0043@gmail.com
mailto:Jeff.Pregler@SIERRAVISTAAZ.GOV
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Jennifer Osburn

From: Phineas Sneed <timothy.rich3@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, March 09, 2018 10:02 AM
To: MayorAndCouncil
Subject: SUPPORT Backyard Chickens!

Ladies and Gentlemen, 

I am writing this letter urging you to vote YES for backyard poultry.  I've read arguments for and against.  It 
appears that the "For" crowd has backed up their stance with science.  The arguments "Against" do not seem to 
hold any water.  I would like Sierra Vista to follow in the footsteps of many other successful communities and 
allow for the keeping of hens in the backyard.  The proposal is soundly written w/o unnecessary burdens.  I also 
find it utterly ridiculous that my across-the-street neighbor can keep as many hens as he'd like because he is in a 
"county enclave", but because I am on the wrong side of the street I cannot.   

Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 
 
Timothy Rich 



From: Michael Steiger
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: In Favor of Proposition to Have Chickens Inside the City Limits
Date: Friday, March 02, 2018 2:31:28 PM

As a resident of Sierra Vista, I strongly support allowing property owners to have
chickens inside the city limits.  The eggs from chicken are an excellent food option.  I
was raised on a farm and we always had chickens and ducks that provided all the
eggs we needed for cooking and baking.  Chickens are quiet domestic fowl and much
quieter than noisy barking dogs that bark every time a walker passes by in the street. 
It is about time for the city council to do something positive for the city residents.  Vote
yes for chickens in the city limits.
 
Mike Steiger

mailto:steiger@c2i2.com
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From: Pamelia Steiger
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: chicken ordinance
Date: Sunday, March 04, 2018 6:38:17 PM

Good evening –
            I am writing to let you know that I wish to be recorded as being in favor of allowing chickens
within the city limits.  First, I have experience with chickens and do not see them as a nuisance.  While
living in Boise, ID, my son kept chickens in his backyard and, aside from being remarkable dumb birds,
they were not a problem in any way for him or his neighbors.   Second, I applaud the current
movement toward knowing the source of one’s food and against the industrialization of agriculture. 
Fresh eggs are among the most accessible answers to this desire, and chickens in a backyard are a
perfect solution.  Finally, whatever noise a few chickens might make, and I know that to be minimal, it
in no way can equal the noise of motorcycles roaring down my street, which happens frequently. 
Since I strive to be a good neighbor and have not complained about that, I would hope others would be
as neighborly regarding chickens.
            Thanks for your time,
            Pamelia A. Steiger

mailto:gabbi1@cox.net
mailto:Jeff.Pregler@SIERRAVISTAAZ.GOV


From: fredstickler@cox.net
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Chicken Little
Date: Thursday, March 01, 2018 12:20:30 PM

Mr Pregler:
I am contacting you regarding the pending issues about chickens being allow within the city limits of
Sierra Vista. This seems to be an exercise in stupity.  Dogs and cats create more problems than
chickens ever will. Dogs bark all night, crap on the sidewalks and run lose all over our neighborhoods
turn over garbage cans looking for scraps. Cat pee and poop in our gardens which destroys the
plants and soil costing money to replace the plants and soil.  Cats have litter after litter creating a
feral cat population that roams from house to house looking for food. Why can’t chickens be
consider pets? Chickens are quiet and do not share their feces with everyone else and is actually a
great sustainable fertilizer. They actually produce an commodity, eggs, which is a benefit to the
community.  
Those running around yelling that the sky is about fall down, are a bunch of Chicken Littles.
Fred Stickler
Sierra Vista AZ
520.236.5325
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 

mailto:fredstickler@cox.net
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From: Sarah Taylor
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Chicken Ordinance
Date: Sunday, February 25, 2018 8:51:05 AM

Hello-

I’m writing in support of the chicken ordinance allowing chickens within the city
limits. I recently moved here from Bloomington Indiana where I was the CEO of the
Humane Society. The City of Bloomington enacted a chicken ordinance many years
ago and there have been no problems with people and their chickens within the city
limits. I also sat on the animal control board the crafted the ordinances and hears
ticket appeals, etc. 

Allowing chickens caused no issue in that community. 

Here is Bloomington’s ordinance as reference: 

https://bloomington.in.gov/animal-shelter/chicken-flocks

I hope Sierra Vista will join the countless communities across the country that allow
backyard chickens. 

Best, 

Sarah Taylor

mailto:sarahjhayes@icloud.com
mailto:Jeff.Pregler@SIERRAVISTAAZ.GOV
https://bloomington.in.gov/animal-shelter/chicken-flocks


From: Nancy Thompson
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Backyard Chickens
Date: Monday, February 26, 2018 3:55:51 PM

Mr. Pregler,
     I support having backyard chickens. I feel a limited number is not any different if not
better than having dogs (more quiet) or cats (that roam the neighborhood).
 
Thank you,
Nancy Thompson

mailto:nlthom@cox.net
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From: Bruce Thompson
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Domestic Chickens
Date: Monday, February 26, 2018 12:56:37 PM

Mr. Pregler,
 
I'd like to go on record as being fully supportive of Sierra Vista residents being able to legally keep
chickens on their property.  It is not just a matter of having the freedom to do what you want on your
own property as long as it doesn't harm or disturb others, but also enjoying the benefits of a healthy
food option and controlling insects and other pests.
 
Thank you.
 
Bruce Thompson
Sierra Vista

 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:brutomaz@cox.net
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From: Sabrina Avila
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Vote FOR Chickens
Date: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 4:51:23 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Caller from 1023 Plaza Topaz is FOR chickens in Sierra Vista. He would like to get a
couple of chickens for his daughter as a pet however, he believes there should be
a limit to the amount of chickens on a property.
 
Thank You,

Sabrina Avila
Administrative Secretary 
City of Sierra Vista
Department of Community Development
Planning & Building Division
1011 N. Coronado Dr.
Sierra Vista, AZ  85635
(520) 417-4413
Fax (520) 452-7023
www.SierraVistaAZ.gov 
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From: Carolyn Weaver
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Allowing domestic hens and ducks to live in city limits-yes
Date: Monday, March 05, 2018 10:43:07 AM

Hello Jeff,

I am in favor of this being allowed. If the criteria is one per 1,000 sq feet, I think that would allow me 2
hens/ducks? Kind of lonely for the animals don't you think?

Any way, yes. I have lived at 940 Mesquite Dr Sierra Vista for 22 years.

Thank you.

Carolyn Weaver

mailto:cbweaverppl@gmail.com
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Jennifer Osburn

From: Amy Weierman <aweierman@cochisedermatology.com>
Sent: Monday, March 12, 2018 8:31 AM
To: MayorAndCouncil
Subject: Hens as pets

I think Sierra Vista should be more like Silicon Valley.  Millionaires there are putting coops in their yards! 
 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/business/wp/2018/03/02/feature/the-silicon-valley-elites-latest-status-
symbol-chickens/?utm_term=.c74c5ffc6b2b 
 
 
Amy Weierman, PA-C 
 
*Please note: the email is not checked at regular intervals, and not intended for communications related to 
patient diagnosis or medical treatment options.  If you need to communicate with the sender of this email please 
call the office directly at 520-458-1505.  Thank you. 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message (including attachments) is 
covered by the Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 U.S.C. §§ 
2510-2521, and is intended only for the person or entity to which it is 
addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. Any 
unauthorized review, use, disclosure dissemination, copying, forwarding or 
distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please 
contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the original 
message. If you are the intended recipient but do not wish to receive 
communications through this medium, please so advise the sender immediately. 
 

Confidentiality Disclaimer: This e-mail message (including attachments) is covered by the Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 U.S.C. §§ 
2510-2521, and is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. If you 
have received this e-mail in error, you are hereby notified that retention, disclosure, copying, forwarding, distribution (in whole or in part and 
whether electronically, written and/or orally) and/or taking of any action in reliance on this email, its contents and/or any attachments thereto is 
strictly prohibited. If you received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender by replying to this message and permanently delete this e-mail, 
and any attachments thereto, from your system immediately. 



From: Amy Weierman
To: Jeff Pregler; MayorAndCouncil
Subject: Ordinance 90.11 Domestic fowl as pets within city limits
Date: Saturday, March 03, 2018 10:08:05 AM

I would like to write to express my support in favor of passing the Domestic Fowl
ordinance.

We should not allow personal feelings and unfounded fears to dictate whether the citizens
of Sierra Vista can keep animals that are less bothersome than other domestic animals
that are already permitted.  Even the urban vs. rural argument is invalid, as Tucson and
our own capital of Phoenix both allow urban fowl.  In my opinion, the very fact that tax-
paying property owners are "asking for permission" for this is absurd.  My husband and I
have discussed leaving this town which we have come to call home should the council
vote against this small but important property rights issue.  We moved here from Illinois
partly to get away from the ridiculous overreach of local and state government, and it
would be disappointing to see the council vote against the simple freedoms of home
owners.  

Respectfully,
Amy Weierman, MMS, PA-C
Sierra Vista resident since 2013

mailto:adweierman@yahoo.com
mailto:Jeff.Pregler@SIERRAVISTAAZ.GOV
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Jennifer Osburn

From: Robert Weierman <robert.weierman@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, March 18, 2018 9:05 AM
To: MayorAndCouncil
Subject: Backyard Chicken Ordinance

There was an article that several media outlets (NPR, CBS, CNN) picked up a few months back regarding the 
hazards of backyard chickens.  I am assuming that someone who is opposed to the ordinance may have sent 
you this article and therefore I am submitting this letter as a rebuttal.  When we look at the factual numbers, it 
is evident that this article was an example of extremely poor journalism and there are several problems with 
it.  
  
First, they state that there were 1,120 cases of salmonella last year attributed to backyard chickens.  They 
make this statement without placing it context.   There are an estimated 1.2 million overall salmonella cases in 
the US each year according to the CDC.1   Given the current population in the US of 323.1 million people, this 
gives us a contamination rate of 0.37%. (1.2/323.1=.0037).  The USDA estimates .8% of residents have 
backyard chickens2.  Using these numbers, we can calculate that approximately 2.5 million people in the US 
have backyard chickens.  With 1,120 cases of salmonella late year being directly attributed to backyard 
chickens, we can calculate a contamination rate of 0.05% for backyard chicken owners, (1120/2.5 million = 
.0005) which is statistically significantly lower than the general public.  These facts show something very 
interesting.  People who have backyard chickens are less likely to contract salmonella than the general public 
even though they have daily exposure to chickens.  We can speculate why this is, but I won’t go into that now.
  
My second issue with this article deals with their statements regarding Avian flu.  It is interesting that the 
article cites the Egyptian outbreak of 2014.  The US also had an outbreak in 20143, however the article cites 
Egypt and not the US.  This may be because only 21 cases in the US were attributed to “backyard chickens”, 
and if we remove flocks that were larger than 24 hens, we are left with only 4 cases3. This can hardly be 
considered outbreak.  Because Avian flu is natural in wild fowl and is spread through saliva and feces4, it is 
primarily spread by infected birds using the same ponds and uninfected birds, and droppings from migrating 
birds.  This concern is mitigated by the fact that wild fowl prefer ponds and lakes, and do not use the waterers 
set up for backyard chickens.   
  
I hope this information is helpful.  I have my citations listed below.   
  
Sincerely, 
  
Robert Weierman 
  
1 https://www.cdc.gov/salmonella/index.html 
  
2https://www.aphis.usda.gov/animal_health/nahms/poultry/downloads/poultry10/Poultry10_dr_Urban_Chicken_Four.pdf 
  
3https://www.aphis.usda.gov/animal_health/animal_dis_spec/poultry/downloads/hpai‐positive‐premises‐2014‐2015.pdf 
  
4 https://www.cdc.gov/flu/avianflu/avian‐in‐birds.htm  
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--  
 
 
Robert Weierman 
(815) 793-9980 
robert.weierman@gmail.com 
 



From: Robert Weierman
To: Jeff Pregler; MayorAndCouncil
Subject: Ordinance 90.11
Date: Tuesday, March 06, 2018 12:00:20 PM

City Council Members of Sierra Vista,

I am writing to state my support of this ordinance.  I am in favor of allowing residents of Sierra Vista
to raise chickens in their backyards.

After reading several posts online from individuals who believe chickens should not be allowed in city
limits, it seems to come down to two fears: 1) health risk and 2) nuisance issues: noise and
smell.   Research shows that chickens are healthier pets to keep than dogs and provide several significant
benefits.  Regarding nuisance issues, chickens are quieter than dogs and do not smell in our arid climiate. 
People who state otherwise are not knowledgable on the topic.  Also, we all ready have laws in place to
deal with nuisance issues.

Backyard chickens allows residents to provide fresh, healthy, high protein organic food for their
families, along the same lines as having a backyard garden.  It gives us control over the quality of our
food.  

Some people just don’t like the idea of having chickens next door.  I understand that and respect
that fact.  However, it seems that their views are based on fearful emotions and not a rational
assessment of facts. 

I hope that this council, the city manager, and planning and zoning commission will base their
decisions on facts and not base them merely on feelings.  This is an issue that is more about
property rights than chickens.  Tax paying residents should have the right to do what they want on
their own property as long as they cause no harm.  I fail to see any harm in allowing residents to
have backyard chickens. 

Respectfully,

Robert Weierman
 
(815) 793-9980
robert.weierman@gmail.com

mailto:robert.weierman@gmail.com
mailto:Jeff.Pregler@SIERRAVISTAAZ.GOV
mailto:MayorAndCouncil@SIERRAVISTAAZ.GOV
mailto:robert.weierman@gmail.com
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Jennifer Osburn

From: Gail White <mamagigi@icloud.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 01, 2018 4:00 AM
To: MayorAndCouncil
Subject: Chicken

Greetings! 
 
I am in favor of chickens and ducks for backyard flocks.  I am adamantly opposed to having to get neighbor approval for 
waivers.  It is grossly unfair to put a limit on something which makes infinitely less noise than dogs.  You don’t require 
my neighbors to get my approval before they add more dogs to their yards or leave them outside at all hours of the 
night to bark at everything.  Please drop the neighbor approval for the waiver.  I don’t mind requesting a number larger 
than 8 on paper but to be told my neighbors get to impinge on my sleep with their backyard pets AND they have a day 
about what I do with my yard is ridiculous.   
 
Blessings to you.  Gail White 
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Jennifer Osburn

From: Brian White <brianpwhite621@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2018 10:37 AM
To: MayorAndCouncil
Subject: Backyard Flocks

Mayor Mueller, Members of the City Council, 
 
I support self-sufficiency with backyard flocks.  Please allow residents to have chickens and/or 
ducks.  Thank you and have a great day! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Brian P. White 
Sierra Vista Resident 
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Jennifer Osburn

From: Emily Wilde <emily@wildes.net>
Sent: Wednesday, March 07, 2018 9:34 PM
To: MayorAndCouncil
Subject: Chickens

Dear Mayor and council, 
  
I just wanted to let you know I am in favor of having chickens in Sierra Vista. I think it is a good thing for those 
who want it and I feel the cities proposed recommendations would keep things under control. 
  
Emily Wilde 
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Jennifer Osburn

From: Angel Willis <avwillis@me.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 08, 2018 8:14 PM
To: MayorAndCouncil
Subject: Chickens

To Whom It May Concern: 
I am writing to reaffirm my support of approving chicken ownership within city limits.  
Thank you,  
Angel Willis 
 
Sent from my iPhone 



From: Zane Willis
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Domestic Foul
Date: Monday, March 05, 2018 11:39:31 AM

Mr. Pregler,

I wanted to offer my continued support for domestic foul in the city. 

Zane Willis
937 Paso Robles

"Do you see a man skilled in his work? He will stand before kings; He will not stand
before obscure men." - Proverbs 22:29 NASB

mailto:zwillis@me.com
mailto:Jeff.Pregler@SIERRAVISTAAZ.GOV
x-apple-data-detectors://1/
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Jennifer Osburn

From: Helen Wilson <azwilson2@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 07, 2018 6:31 AM
To: MayorAndCouncil

Dear Mayor and City Council,  
I am writing to let you know I am greatly in favor of allowing the residents to have chickens within the city limits. Personally I 
have raised chickens since I was young and old so I've had them most of my life and they have been one of the greatest joys for 
our family.  
 
First of all they're a great source of wholesome food since we can feed them organic items instead of feed that is full of the GMO 
which Studies have shown is detrimental to our health.  
 
They make great pets and allow children to learn the importance of caring for animals. They also provide a great deal of comfort 
and joy to those who care for them as pets.  
 
Growing up I had a pet chicken that would jump into my lap because she wanted to be petted.  She loved the attention. 
 
 People who have never owned a chicken do not understand the joy that they can bring to someone. Even the elderly would 
benefit from being able to raise a few chickens to supplement their food source. Especially since they're on a very limited income 
knowing that they would have something wholesome to eat will benefit them, not only physically but emotionally. 
 
As far as the argument stating that having chickens will bring in more Predators is a bunch of hogwash. They're already here 
going after people's pets and garbage that's been left out thereally are already problems with predators that were created even 
without chickens. Having chickens isn't going to make any difference in as long as the owners correctly build their coops to be 
predator-proof it will not be an issue. Most people have fenced-in yards so that barrier is already in place. 
 
The other argument stating that it will bring in rodents is another hogwash and obviously being brought up by people that know 
nothing about chickens. Chickens eat rodents. So unless someone were planning to have 100 or more chickens, which is not 
going to be the case, rodents will not be a problem because the chickens will take care of it themselves as well as insects 
including scorpions. 
 
I can only see that it would be a benefit for us to be allowed to have chickens because of all the pluses and so few minuses. 
They have fewer diseases than a dog and there's no ordinance against people having dogs so I do not understand the argument 
about having a chicken when they are less of a problem than dog would be. Dogs are noisy much noisier than a chicken would 
ever be plus their excrement can actually be reused in the garden where a dog's feces could not. There is just so much benefit 
to having a chicken I do not see why there is so much of an argument it doesn't make sense. Except to those who are close-
minded and know nothing about the benefits of a chicken and do not even care to know the benefits of a chicken. 
 
 I pray with all my heart that this city council votes favorably on allowing chickens to be raised within the city limits. Many of the 
largest cities have seen the benefit of allowing this so I would hope that our city council would be forward enough thinking that 
they would concur with their decisions. 
 
Thank you for allowing me to share my feelings towards this very personal item on the city council agenda. 
 
Respectfully, 
Helen Wilson 
664 Savanna Dr 
Sierra Vista AZ 85635 

 
 
Helen Wilson 



From: Noel Wolfe
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Chicken Ordinance
Date: Friday, March 02, 2018 1:04:37 PM

I am in favor of allowing the keeping of hens in Sierra Vista.

Noel

mailto:nwolfe8803@yahoo.com
mailto:Jeff.Pregler@SIERRAVISTAAZ.GOV


mailto:cmleon@gmail.com
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From: Chuck Woodall
To: Jeff Pregler
Subject: Domesticated Fowl Input
Date: Monday, March 05, 2018 12:07:42 PM
Attachments: fowl input 5mar18.docx
Importance: High

I am in favor, provided we have responsible fowl ownership and limited fowl quantities.  I also think
the document should show what is allowed and what is not allowed in a clear fashion to avoid
confusion and abuse.
 
In the attached Word doc are my detailed comments.  I look forward to the day I can have 2 ducks. 
And, the feeding of wild / feral birds (Doves and Pigeons) should be prohibited and violators fined.
 
Thanks for allowing my input.
 
CHUCK WOODALL
2436 Thunderbird Drive
Sierra Vista, AZ 85650
 
Chuck.Woodall@cox.net
(520) 456-6069
 
----------------------------  TEXT VERSION ------------------------------------
 
FERAL ANIMAL.  Add examples of feral birds or fowl such as Doves and Pigeons (wild animals that
can be a huge nuisance in a community if unchecked or fed to negatively encourage their over
population within a community).  These are annoyance species and health hazards (bird flu due to
wet feces  on structures or dried feces blowing in the wind).
 
PUBLIC NUISANCE ANIMAL.  Add examples of fowl such as Doves and Pigeons that are noisy and
which defecate on cars and roofs causing destruction and degrade of paint, shingles and tile.  That
also is unsanitary, smelly,  and a health hazard for diseases.  Plus their noise interferes with sleep
(esp those on shift work or on weekends).  And also prohibit residents from feeding Doves and
Pigeons thus encouraging larger populations to come within the housing area (much more than that
which is tolerable and natural).  Doves and Pigeons should not allowed as pets for these reasons and
be restricted from the definition of "allowed fowl."
 
SECURE ENCLOSURE.  Requirement is unreasonable for fowl, since it is better for them to be kept in
well ventilated enclosed housing with a floor that is elevated off the ground (e.g., chicken coops). 
For dogs okay.
"  (a)   The floor will be made from concrete, cement, or of blocks or bricks set in concrete (too
restrictive, expensive, and never really  used with small quantities of fowl); or
    (b)   The footing will be made of concrete or block that starts at the ground level and is at least
one foot in depth (way too excessive to require one foot depth or this type material - wood is
better). "

mailto:Chuck.Woodall@cox.net
mailto:Jeff.Pregler@SIERRAVISTAAZ.GOV
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April 12, 2018 
 
 
MEMO TO:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
THROUGH:  Charles P. Potucek, City Manager 
   Victoria Yarbrough, Assistant City Manager 
 
FROM:   Matt McLachlan, AICP Community Development Director 
   Jeff Pregler, AICP, Senior Planner 
 
SUBJECT:  REQUEST FOR AGENDA ITEM PLACEMENT 
   Ordinance 2018-007 
   Proposed Development  Code Text Amendments 
   Article 151.02, Definitions 
    
 
REQUESTED ACTION: 
 
Adoption of text amendments as described in Exhibit A.  

RECOMMENDATION: 

The City Manager recommends denial of the amendments. 
The Planning & Zoning Commission recommended approval with amendments by a vote of 3-2. 
 
30-DAY PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD 
 
The Mayor and City Council adopted a 30-day public comment period for the proposed text 
amendments on February 22, 2018.  At this meeting, the Council removed three of the Planning 
& Zoning Commission's recommendations from the amendment language:  
 
1) The requirement that all fowl be registered with the National Poultry Improvement Plan 
 (NPIP).  The consensus of the City Council indicted that this process was duplicative 
 because all of the fowl sold in the stores already require this registration. 
 
2) The requirement for a three year sunset provision.  A consensus of the Council indicated 
 that a sunset provision is superfluous because they have the ability to amend the Code 
 as necessary.   
 
3) The requirement to band the fowl.  A consensus of the City Council stated that banding 
 was an onerous process for the domestic fowl owner and therefore was removed from   
 list of amendments.   
 
After further discussion, a motion was made by the City Council to revise the standards related 
to the total number of fowl per property to include calculating the number of fowl at a rate of one 
fowl for every 1,000 square feet, not to exceed eight, with the provision that the owner could 
apply for an administrative waiver to allow for additional fowl on larger lots.   
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Following the City Council meeting, staff removed the previous language related to the total 
number of chickens and replaced it with the City Council's amendments.  Staff expounded upon 
Council's amendments to ensure the language was clear and practicable.  The text 
amendments in Exhibit A and the amendments posted for public comment, reflect staff's 
modifications.  The amendments now read as follows:  
 
1) No more than one domesticated fowl per 1,000 square feet of total lot area, up to a 
 maximum of eight domestic fowl, may be kept on an eligible property.  
 
2) The Community Development Director may authorize one additional domesticated fowl 
 per 2,000 square feet of lot area above 8,000 square feet subject to the following 
 conditions being met:  
 
 a. The applicant provides written documentation attesting no objection to the  
  requested increase in domesticated fowl from all abutting property owners in a  
  manner deemed to be acceptable by the City; 
 
 b. The minimum required setback distance of a henhouse/coop/run from a   
  residence on an abutting property shall increase by five feet for each   
  domesticated fowl being requested.   
 
Provided below are two tables.  One table identifies the maximum number of fowl per lot size 
based on the above formula.  The second table shows the correlation between number of fowl 
and setback increases to adjoining residences. 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
The City has received a number of public comments regarding the amendments since the start 
of the 30-day public comment period.  To date, there are 142 public comments, 75 in support of 
the amendments and 70 in opposition.  Also attached is a revised petition supporting the 
amendments.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Lot Size Fowl 
4,500 sf. 4 Fowl 
6,000 sf. 6 Fowl 
8,000sf. 8 Fowl 
10,000sf. 9 Fowl* 
12,000sf. 10 Fowl* 
18,000sf. 13 Fowl* 
36,000sf. 22 Fowl* 

Fowl Setback To Adjoining 
Residence 

1-8 20 Feet 
9 25 Feet* 
10 30 Feet* 
13 45 Feet* 
22 90 Feet* 

*Subject to administrative review and neighbor approval. 
*Subject to administrative review and neighbor approval. 
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SUMMARY: 
 
The raising of chickens and similar animals has been limited to the Urban Ranch Zoning District 
since the adoption of the Development Code in 1986.  In 2011, the City considered an 
amendment to permit chickens within single family residential (SFR) zoning districts.  At that 
time, staff proposed a number of standards to mitigate the impacts of backyard chickens.  
During the 30-day public comment period, the City received a total of 34 comments, 25 in 
opposition and 9 in favor of the amendments.  The City Council decided not to proceed with the 
amendments at that time.   
 
In 2017, the City was approached by members of the public advocating for the allowance of 
chickens and ducks in residential zoning districts.  At the December 12, 2017 City Council work 
session, City Council directed staff to work with the proponents in writing standards for the 
raising of chickens and ducks within residential zoning districts.  The proposed amendments 
integrate many of the comments recommended by the proponents.   
 
The first amendment removes chickens from the definition of Agricultural Animals in 
Development Code Article 151.02, Definitions, and redefines chickens and ducks as Domestic 
Fowl in Chapter 90, Animals of the City Code.   
 
The remaining amendments included in Chapter 90, Animals, of the City Code, provide 
standards for the keeping of domestic fowl on any detached single family residential lot.  The 
amendments recommend limiting the total number of fowl; provide mitigation measures limiting 
noise, odors, and poor sanitary conditions; and require the keeping of animals in a covered 
enclosure within a fenced area.  Please refer to Exhibit A to view all proposed amendments. 
 
PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION 

The Planning & Zoning Commission held two public hearings on the amendments one on 
January 16, 2018 and the other on February 6, 2018. The Commission recommended approval 
with four amendments which have since been revised by the City Council: 
 
1) That the ratio for domestic fowl is one fowl per 2,000 square feet.  The Commission 
 indicated that the proponent's ratio of one fowl per 1,000 square feet would allow too 
 many domestic fowl within a residential zoning district.   
 
2) Domestic fowl shall be capped at 20.  The Commission stated that capping the total 
 number of fowl to 20 would allow most homeowners the desired number of fowl while 
 placing a maximum number to help minimize negative impacts.   
 
3) Registration with the National Poultry Improvement Plan (NPIP) is required.  The 
 National Poultry Improvement Plan (NPIP) is a program initiated by the Arizona 
 Department of Agriculture, Animal Services Division.  The purpose of the Plan is disease 
 monitoring, sanitation and record keeping of poultry within Arizona.  This a voluntary 
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 program directed toward commercial poultry breeders and not individuals raising poultry 
 for personal use.  The Commission indicated that registration with this program could 
 help reduce the spread of diseases associated with fowl.   
 
4) A sunset provision for three years as part of the Ordinance, which gives adequate time 
 to assess the overall effects of the amendments.  The City of Tucson recently lifted a 
 two-year sunset provision related to the raising of domestic fowl in residential zoning 
 districts because of the decrease in complaints since the provisions were enacted.    
 
 
Attachments: 
Resolution 
Exhibit A, Proposed Text Amendments  
 
 



 
 

 

ORDINANCE 2018-007 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF SIERRA VISTA, COCHISE COUNTY, ARIZONA; 
ADOPTING AMENDMENTS TO THE DEVELOPMENT CODE, BY 
REFERENCE, REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT 
HEREWITH; AND PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY.  NOW, 
THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SIERRA VISTA, ARIZONA, AS 
FOLLOWS:    
 

  WHEREAS, in accordance with established policy, text amendments have 
been proposed to the following Development Code Section: Article 151.02, Definitions;  
 

WHEREAS, the proposed amendments were requested and recommended by 
members of the public; and 
 
  WHEREAS, the Planning & Zoning Commission recommended approval of the 
amendments to City Council with conditions; and 
 

WHEREAS, as required by Article 151.31 of the Development Code, the Mayor 
and City Council held a public hearing on the amendments, after proper notice had been given; 
and; 
 
  WHEREAS, the amendments have gone through the 30-day public record period 
and all public comments have been received; 
 

  
  NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF SIERRA VISTA, COCHISE COUNTY, ARIZONA, AS FOLLOWS: 
 
  SECTION 1 
 
  That Resolution 2018-015 is hereby reaffirmed and that the Development 
Code text amendments, as shown in Exhibit A, are hereby adopted. 
 
  SECTION 2 
 
  All other ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict with the provisions of this 
provision are hereby repealed. 
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  SECTION 3 
 
  Should any section, clause or provision of this Ordinance be declared by the 
courts to be invalid, such invalidity shall not affect other provisions which can be given effect 
without the invalid provision, and to this end, the provisions of this Ordinance are declared to be 
severable.  
 
  PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF SIERRA VISTA, ARIZONA, THIS 12TH DAY OF APRIL 2018. 
 
 
 
 
        _______________________  
        FREDERICK W. MUELLER 
        Mayor 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM:     ATTEST: 
 
 
________________________    ______________________  
NATHAN WILLIAMS      JILL ADAMS 
City Attorney       City Clerk 
 
 
PREPARED BY:   
 
Jeff Pregler, AICP 
Senior Planner 
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ARTICLE 151.02 
DEFINITIONS 

 
 
 
Section 151.02.004 
Definitions 
 
Agricultural Animals 
Animals considered accessory to an agricultural use, whether used for personal enjoyment or for commercial 
purposes, including horses, mules , sheep, cattle, rabbits, chickens, pigs, goats, ostrich, emu, or similar 
animals..   
 
 
 



 

 

March 27, 2018 
 

 
MEMORANDUM TO: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
THRU:   Charles Potucek, City Manager 
    Victoria Yarbrough, Assistant City Manager 
    Laura Wilson, Director, Leisure & Library Services   
 
FROM:   Rob Hinderer, Leisure Services Manager 
 
SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR AGENDA ITEM PLACEMENT  

Resolution 2018-030, Appointment for the City of Sierra 
Vista Commission on Cultural Diversity 

 
 

Recommendation: 
 
Rob Hinderer recommends appointment to the commission. 
 
Initiated by: 
 
Rob Hinderer, Commission on Cultural Diversity staff liaison 
 
Background 
 
We have received an application from Melanie Sanitoa to fill one of the vacancies on 
the commission.  It is recommended by the staff liaison that she fill a vacancy.     
 
Budget Appropriations: 
 
Not applicable. 
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RESOLUTION 2018-030 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF 
THE CITY OF SIERRA VISTA, COCHISE COUNTY, 
ARIZONA; APPOINTING MELANIE SANITOA TO THE 
COMMISSION ON CULTURAL DIVERSITY, SAID TERM TO 
EXPIRE DECEMBER 31, 2019; AND AUTHORIZING AND 
DIRECTING THE CITY MANAGER, CITY CLERK, CITY 
ATTORNEY, OR THEIR DULY AUTHORIZIED OFFICERS 
AND AGENTS TO TAKE ALL STEPS NECESSARY TO 
CARRY OUT THE PURPOSES AND INTENT OF THIS 
RESOLUTION.  
 

  WHEREAS, the City Council has created an Commission on Cultural Diversity to 
advise City Council on matters relating to issues in the community; and 
 
  WHEREAS, the staff liaison has recommended to appoint Melanie Sanitoa to fill 
a vacancy on the commission; and 
 
                      WHEREAS, there are no additional applications at this time, and it is in the best 
interest of the citizens of Sierra Vista to have a full complement of commission members to 
address these issues. 
 
   NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY   
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SIERRA VISTA, ARIZONA, AS FOLLOWS: 
 
  SECTION 1 
 
 The policy of the City of Sierra Vista relating to boards and commissions, most 
recently affirmed, be, and hereby is, reaffirmed.   
 
  SECTION 2 
 
 The City Council hereby appoints Melanie Sanitoa to the Sierra Vista 
Commission on Cultural Diversity, said term to expire December 31, 2019.  
 
 SECTION 3 
 
 The City Manager, City Clerk, and City Attorney, or their duly authorized officers 
and agents, are hereby authorized and directed to take all steps necessary to carry out the 
purposes and intent of this resolution. 
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  PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF SIERRA VISTA, ARIZONA, THIS 12th DAY OF APRIL 2018. 
 
 
 

 __________________________ 
Frederick W. Mueller 
Mayor  

 
 
Approval as to Form:     Attest: 
 
 
 
______________________   __________________________ 
Nathan J. Williams     Jill Adams 
City Attorney      City Clerk 
 
 
Prepared by:  Teresa Penny, Admin Secretary, Leisure Services 
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